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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office action is in response to the amendment filed on 23 September 2008. 
Claims 1-21 are pending. All objections and rejections not repeated below are 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-12, 14, 16, 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Willke [US 6625696 B1] (hereinafter "Willke"). 

Per claim 1 , Willke teaches a request tracking data prefetch apparatus for a 
computer system, comprising: 

a prefetcher (see col. 2, lines 48-67, storage controller 1 10 which comprises 
control logic 1 1 2) coupled to a high latency memory for a processor of the computer 
system (see col. 2, lines 21-47, Storage Device 120 which can be DRAM or other types 
of high latency memory, requesting device 100 is a processor, see col. 1 , lines 20-29 
and Fig. 3); 
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a tracker within the prefetcher and configured to recognize accesses to a plurality 
of cache lines, wherein the accesses form a stream type sequential access pattern, and 
use a bit vector to predictively load a target cache line indicated by the stream-type 
sequential access pattern from the high latency memory into a low latency memory for 
the processor (see col. 2, lines 48-67, col. 3, lines 1-25, col. 4, lines 48-51, col. 7, lines 
29-40, note that the buffer 114 contains a set of stored access patterns and prediction 
and accuracy values for each processor/requesting device, this set with the 
corresponding prefetching function in the storage controller 1 10 is construed to be a 
tracker; see col. 6, lines 41-67, col. 7, lines 1-28 and Fig. 3 for accesses to cache lines; 
see col. 3, lines 10-25, col. 7, lines 29-40 and col. 8, lines 30-35 for stream-type 
sequential access pattern; also see Fig. 5, items 510, 520, 540 and 560). 

Per claim 9, Willke teaches a request tracking data prefetch apparatus for a 
computer system, comprising: 

a processor (requesting device 100 is a processor, see col. 1 , lines 20-29 and 

Fig. 3); 

a system memory (see col. 2, lines 21-47, Storage Device 120 which can be 
DRAM or other types of high latency memory) coupled to the processor; 

a prefetch unit (see col. 2, lines 48-67, storage controller 1 10 which comprises 
control logic 112) coupled to the system memory; 
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a plurality of trackers included in the prefetch unit, wherein the trackers are 
respectively configured to recognize accesses to pages of the system memory (note 
that Willke teaches DRAM, see col. 2, lines 29-45), and configured to recognize 
accesses to cache lines that form a stream type sequential access pattern; and 

a cache memory coupled to the prefetch unit, wherein the prefetch unit uses a bit 
vector to predictively load target cache lines from the system memory into the cache 
memory to reduce an access latency of the processor, and wherein the target cache 
lines are indicated by the stream type sequential access pattern identified by the 
trackers (see col. 2, lines 48-67, col. 3, lines 1-25, col. 4, lines 48-51, col. 7, lines 29-40, 
note that the buffer 114 contains a set of stored access patterns and prediction and 
accuracy values for each processor/requesting device, this set with the corresponding 
prefetching function in the storage controller 1 10 is construed to be a tracker; see col. 6, 
lines 41-67, col. 7, lines 1-28 and Fig. 3 for accesses to cache lines; see col. 3, lines 10- 
25, col. 7, lines 29-40 and col. 8, lines 30-35 for stream-type sequential access pattern; 
also see Fig. 5, items 510, 520, 540 and 560). 

Per claim 1 8, it should be clear that the instant claim is already substantially 
described by claims 1 and 9 as set forth above. 
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Per claims 2 and 10, Willke further teaches each of the trackers include a tag 
(see col. 2, lines 48-67, col. 3, lines 1-25, col. 4, lines 48-51, col. 7, lines 29-40; note 
that any configuration/setting data can be construed as a tag, and there are separate 
sets of prediction and accuracy values and stored access patterns for each processor) 
configured to recognize accesses to corresponding cache lines of the high latency 
memory by the processor (note that Willke teaches DRAM, see col. 2, lines 29-45, col. 
6, line 52-67 and col. 7, lines 1-28). 

Per claims 3 and 1 1 , Willke further teaches a plurality of system memory 
accesses by the processor to the high latency memory as recognized by the tag are 
used by the trackers to determine the target cache line for a predictive load into the 
cache memory/low latency memory (see col. 2, lines 48-67, col. 3, lines 1-25, col. 4, 
lines 48-51 , col. 7, lines 29-40 and the rejection of claims 1 and 9 set forth above; the 
stored access patterns are formed by multiple accesses by the corresponding 
processors). 

Per claims 4 and 12, Willke further teaches accesses by the processor to 
adjacent cache lines of a page of the system memory are used to determined the target 
cache line of a stream type access pattern for a predictive load into the cache memory, 
wherein the adjacent cache lines have adjacent addresses, and wherein the target 
cache line is part of stream-type accesses that formed the stream-type access pattern 
(see col. 6, lines 41-67, col. 7, lines 1-28 and Fig. 3 for accesses to cache lines; see col. 
3, lines 10-25, col. 7, lines 29-40 and col. 8, lines 30-35 for stream-type sequential 
access pattern and adjacent addresses). 
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Per claim 5, Willke further teaches the high latency memory comprises a memory 
block of a plurality of memory blocks of the computer system (see DRAM and disks, col. 
2, lines 29-45, also see col. 6, line 52-67 and col. 7, lines 1-28; a memory block can be 
a cache line, a page, a byte, or any other unit of memory storage). 

Per claims 7 and 14, Willke further teaches each of the plurality of trackers 
includes a tag configured to monitor a sub portion of the high latency memory 
block/page for accesses by the processor (see col. 2, lines 48-67, col. 3, lines 1-25, col. 
4, lines 48-51 , col. 7, lines 29-40; note that any configuration/setting data can be 
construed as a tag, and there are separate sets of prediction and accuracy values and 
stored access patterns for each processor; each of the stored access patterns only 
corresponds to a sub portion of the DRAM/the high latency memory). 

Per claim 8, Willke further teaches the high latency memory is a system memory 
of the computer system (see DRAM, col. 2, lines 29-45). 

Per claim 16, Willke further teaches that the cache memory is a prefetch cache 
memory within the prefetch unit (see Fig. 1, Buffer 1 14 is within Storage Controller 110). 

Per claim 21 , Willke further teaches said prefetch unit accesses to system 
memory are timed to utilize processor-to-system memory idle time (note that all memory 
accesses timed by a clock such as system clock in a digital computing system; also see 
col. 3, lines 10-25 and Fig.1 and 3, processor-to-system memory is idle during the time 
storage controller 110 accesses storage device 120 for prefetching and satisfying 
requesting device 100's requests, also storage controller 1 10 is only able to access 
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storage device 120 when the processor/requesting device 100 is not directly accessing 
the storage device 120.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Willke. 

Per claims 6 and 13, Willke does not specifically teach the system/high latency 
memory comprises a plurality of 4KB pages but teaches the high latency memory is a 
DRAM (see col. 2, lines 21-40). DRAM page sizes are determined by design choices 
and system specifications, and page sizes such as 4KB and 8KB are common in the art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to use 4KB as the page size in Willke's DRAM if dictated by 
design choice and system specification. 

Per claim 15, Willke further teaches the cache line are 64 byte cache lines (see 
col. 7, lines 14-15) and a tag is used to monitor half of a page for accesses by the 
processor (here a page is broadly construed as an unit of storage that is twice the size 
of a cache line, also note that any configuration/setting data can be construed as a tag, 
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and there are separate sets of prediction and accuracy values and stored access 
patterns for each processor, see the rejection of claim 2 set forth above), but does not 
teach the cache lines are 128 bytes. However, it is clear that cache line sizes are 
design dependent and it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at 
the time of the Applicant's invention to make Willke's cache like size 1 28 bytes as a 
design choice. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Willke, 
further in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary (hereinafter "Microsoft"). 

Per claim 17, Willke does not specifically disclose that the cache memory is an 
L2 cache memory, but teaches the higher latency is a DRAM as set forth above in the 
rejection of claim 1 . However, Microsoft discloses that a L2 cache is faster than DRAM 
and Willke's cache memory is a lower latency memory as compared to the higher 
latency DRAM. Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art 
at the time of the Applicant's invention to make Willke's cache memory a L2 cache 
because it is faster than DRAM. 

7. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Willke, further in view of Brooks [6,081 ,868] (hereinafter "Brooks"). 

Per claim 19, Willke further teaches the computer system includes a plurality of 
processors (requesting devices 300 are processors, see col. 1, lines 20-29 and Fig. 3), 
but does not specifically disclose that each of the processors is coupled to a respective 
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high latency memory and a low latency memory. However, Brooks teaches a prefetch 
system wherein each of a plurality of processors is coupled to a respective high latency 
memory and a low latency memory (see Brooks: Fig 2, a CPU is coupled to a CPU 
private memory and a CPU cache in each CPU block; CPU Private Memory has higher 
latency than CPU Cache), in order to provide data storage exclusively for the 
associated CPU (Brooks: Col 5, Lines 25-30), higher performance and better fault 
tolerance. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at 
the time of the Applicant's invention to couple each of Willke's plurality of processors to 
a respective high latency memory and a low latency memory in order to provide data 
storage exclusively for the associated processor, increase performance and improve 
fault tolerance. 

Per claim 20, the claim is already substantially disclosed by claims 4, 12 and 19 
as set forth above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawn Gu whose telephone number is (571) 272-0703. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm, Monday through Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Reginald Bragdon can be reached on (571) 272-4204. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/SHAWN X GUI 

Shawn X Gu 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2189 

23 November 2008 

/Reginald G. Bragdon/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2189 



